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ABSTRACT 

New South Associates, Inc. (NSA) completed an intensive cultural resources survey for the 
proposed development of the 205 Arcadia Drive property in Greenville, South Carolina on the 
behalf of Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc., a consultant of the Greenville Transit Authority 
(GTA). The Federal Transit Administration (FTA) is the lead federal agency. This survey was 
conducted in association with the construction of the Greenlink Operations and Maintenance 
Facility Project.  

The purpose of the survey was to identify cultural resources within the proposed project’s Area of 
Potential Effects (APE) and to evaluate their eligibility for the National Register of Historic Places 
(NRHP). The work adhered to the procedures and policies outlined in the South Carolina State 
Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) Survey Manual: South Carolina Statewide Survey of Historic 
Places and the standards outlined in the South Carolina Standards and Guidelines for 
Archaeological Research (Council of South Carolina Professional Archaeologists et al. 2013; 
South Carolina State Historic Preservation Office 2017). The work also complied with Section 106 
of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) of 1966, as amended.  

The project included background research, pedestrian survey, excavation of shovel tests, an 
architectural resources survey, laboratory analysis, and NRHP eligibility recommendations. No 
archaeological resources were located or identified. Twelve historic resources were identified 
within the viewshed of the property and evaluated for their eligibility for the NRHP. Eleven of the 
twelve historic properties are considered not eligible for the NRHP. One resource, the New 
Washington Heights Neighborhood, a historically African American neighborhood, is 
recommended eligible as a historic district. Seven of the identified resources contribute to the 
recommended historic district.  The use of vegetation and greenspace in the current project 
planning will create a buffer between the historic neighborhood and the center, avoiding an adverse 
visual effect. 
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I.  INTRODUCTION 

New South Associates, Inc. (NSA) completed a cultural resources survey for the proposed 
construction of the Greenlink Operations and Maintenance Facility Project at 205 Arcadia Drive 
in Greenville County, South Carolina (Figure 1). The development will occur on this 26.58-acre 
tract west of Arcadia Drive and north of O’Jones Street. NSA conducted the work under contract 
with Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc.  

The Federal Transit Authority (FTA) was responsible for defining the Area of Potential Effects 
(APE) and initiating the environmental review (ER) process. Thus, the FTA is the lead federal 
agency for compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) of 
1966, as amended. The APE is defined as the project area and its viewshed. 

The purpose of this survey was to identify cultural resources within the APE and to evaluate the 
eligibility of any discovered or revisited resources for the National Register of Historic Places 
(NRHP). The work adhered to the procedures and policies outlined in the South Carolina State 
Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) Survey Manual: South Carolina Statewide Survey of Historic 
Places and the standards outlined in the South Carolina Standards and Guidelines for 
Archaeological Research (Council of South Carolina Professional Archaeologists et al. 2013; 
South Carolina State Historic Preservation Office 2017). The work also complied with Section 106 
of the NHPA of 1966, as amended. 

Archaeological fieldwork was conducted in March 2020. The historic architectural survey was 
conducted in April 2021. Samantha Taylor served as Field Director, and Justin Lynch served as 
Architectural Historian. John Kimes served as Field Technician, and Natalie Adams Pope served 
as Principal Investigator. The project included archaeological and historical background research, 
pedestrian survey, excavation of shovel tests, historic architectural survey, laboratory analysis, and 
NRHP eligibility recommendations.  

This report is organized into seven chapters including this Introduction. Chapters II and III discuss 
the environmental setting and cultural context. Chapter IV presents the methods used during 
background research, survey, analysis, and resource evaluation. Chapter V summarizes the 
archaeological survey results while Chapter VI provides the results of the historic architectural 
survey. Chapter VII summarizes the findings and offers recommendations.  
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II.  ENVIRONMENTAL CONTEXT 

PHYSIOGRAPHY 

The project area is located within the central portion of Greenville County, approximately 1.5 
miles north of downtown Greenville. Most of the county, including the project area, is located 
within the Piedmont Physiographic Province, while about one-quarter of it is situated in the Blue 
Ridge Mountains (Griffith et al. 2002).  In the project area, like other areas in the Piedmont, the 
drainages form a dendritic pattern, and the terrain has been extensively dissected and degraded.  
Elevations in the project area range from approximately 700-800 feet above mean sea level (amsl).  
Throughout the county, elevations range from approximately 650-3,300 feet. 

SOILS 

In the 1820s, Robert Mills made some observations about Greenville County soils.  He found they 
were: 

[…]various, embracing the sandy, clayey, gravelly, and stony character. Its 
productiveness is regulated by circumstances of position and culture; most 
of the land being capable of yielding a generous product in proportion to 
the industry bestowed by the cultivator. It is well adapted to the culture of 
all the small grains and corn.  The quantity of wheat produced to the acre, 
averages about 12 bushels; of corn 25 bushels; of clean cotton 125 pounds 
per acre (Mills 1972:572). 

Common soil series found within this region are Cecil, Pacolet, Madison, Grover, Cataula, and 
Hiwassee.  The soils on floodplains are Chewacla, Cartecay, Toccoa, and Enoree. Trimble 
(1974:15) found that nearly 0.9 feet of soil had been lost to erosion, primarily due to postbellum 
cotton farming. 

The only soil type identified within the project area was Cecil-Urban Land Complex. The Cecil 
Series consists of well-drained, clayey soil found on backslopes, shoulders, and summits. These 
soils are moderately eroded along the project area and consist of sandy loam and clay loam. Much 
of the project area contains 10-25% slopes, with the exception of the northeastern site boundary 
where the slopes range from two to 10 percent (Soil Survey Staff 2021).  
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HYDROLOGY 

The hydrology of the Piedmont region is characterized by many watercourses flowing through V-
shaped valleys, due to changing fluvial systems during the Miocene Period. The closest body of 
water to the APE is an unnamed tributary of Richland Creek that intersects the western corner of 
the APE. Richland Creek is located along the northeastern boundary of the Saluda Watershed, and 
the project area is located approximately one mile southwest from the shared boundary of the 
Saluda Watershed and the Broad Watershed to the northeast (South Carolina Bureau of Water 
2011). 

CLIMATE AND FLORA 

Greenville has a temperate climate with mild winters and warm summers. Most of the year, the 
weather is controlled by the west-east movement of fronts and air masses.  The air exchange is less 
frequent in the summer, and tropical maritime air can stay in the region for relatively long periods.  
Precipitation averages 50 inches and is well distributed throughout the year. 

The Piedmont physiographic province of South Carolina is characterized by rich, unique biological 
diversity. The climax vegetation of this region consists of Oak-Hickory forest. White, black, and 
red oaks are common, although other species, such as hickories, loblolly, shortleaf pines, and sweet 
gums have been noted (Braun 1950).  

EXISTING CONDITIONS 

The project area extends 357.3 meters (0.2 mi) along the western side of Arcadia Drive and 354.8 
meters (0.2 mi.) along the railroad tracks to the north. It is partially disturbed, with most of the 
southern half and part of the northern half of the project area having been clear cut and graded. It 
once held the Washington Elementary and High School. This school was demolished and removed 
in 2015. The remainder of the project area is wooded with moderate to thick secondary growth 
(Figure 2).  
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III. THE CULTURAL CONTEXT 

PRECONTACT OVERVIEW 

PRE-PALEOINDIAN OCCUPATION 

Data from archaeological excavations have been challenging the consensus on the earliest 
appearance of humans within the United States, including the Southeast. Traditionally, researchers 
believed that the earliest human presence and occupation of the Southeast dated to 11,500 years 
ago, which was the beginning of the temporo-cultural period archaeologists have termed the 
Paleoindian period (Anderson et al. 1996). However, the possibility of pre-Paleoindian cultures 
has been suggested by sites such as Meadowcroft Rockshelter in Washington County, 
Pennsylvania (Adovasio et al. 1977; 1985), and Cactus Hill, Virginia, which produced possible 
evidence for a prismatic blade industry dating between 15,000 and 16,500 years ago (McAvoy and 
McAvoy 1997). In South Carolina, work at the Topper Site (Site 38AL23) in Allendale County 
has also yielded possible evidence for a pre-Clovis component. Excavations at this site exposed 
potential pre-Clovis occupations comprised of numerous small blades, burins, and burin spalls, as 
well as microblades and blade cores. Several rock clusters and other possible features were also 
exposed. These materials lay in alluvial sediments that were at least 13,000-15,000 years old and 
were on top of 20,000-year-old Pleistocene clay. The dates thus suggest that either people lived at 
the Topper Site just before the Paleoindian period or later artifacts were bioturbated into earlier 
soil strata (Goodyear 1999; 2000; 2009; Goodyear et al. 1998). Other scholars argue that these 
sites all present interpretive or methodological problems, and the most conclusive evidence 
suggests Clovis were in fact the first settlers (Fiedel 2013; 2017). 

PALEOINDIAN PERIOD 

The earliest unequivocal evidence of the human occupation of South Carolina took place during 
the Paleoindian period, dating from about 12,000-9900 B.P. Paleoindians have been characterized 
as mobile hunter-gatherers living in small bands. Although evidence from western North America 
suggested Paleoindian subsistence relied on large, now-extinct Pleistocene animals, archaeological 
finds from eastern North America indicates they probably used a more varied suite of resources, 
including plants and small game (Anderson 1990; Hollenbach 2005; Sassaman et al. 1990). 
Researchers suggest that the Paleoindian period in the Southeast was characterized by high 
mobility, low population density, and a focal hunting economy (Anderson et al. 1990; 1996). Most 
of the reported Paleoindian sites consist of surficial finds of lanceolate points with very few having 
any well-preserved contexts.  



8  
 

Diagnostic chronological markers of the period include distinctive lanceolate projectile points such 
as Clovis, Suwannee, Simpson, and Dalton. The Clovis occupation in the Southeast is believed to 
span 11,500-11,000 B.P.  Smaller fluted points and unfluted lanceolate points, such as the Simpson 
and Suwanee types, replaced the Clovis in the subsequent 500 years.  The last phase to represent 
Paleoindian occupation is the Dalton horizon, dating to the period 10,500-9900 B.P. (Goodyear 
1982). Goodyear et al. (1989) reported that two Paleoindian projectile points have been identified 
in Greenville County. 

ARCHAIC PERIOD 

The Early Archaic period (9900-8000 B.P.) is typically regarded as an adaptation to post-
Pleistocene environmental warming (Griffin 1967; Smith 1986). Unlike the forms present during 
the Paleoindian period, Early Archaic points are notched and sites are defined by the presence of 
the Taylor side-notched points, Palmer/Kirk corner-notched, and bifurcate forms (Chapman 1985; 
Coe 1964; Goodyear et al. 1979; Michie 1966). These point types are much more abundant than 
the previously discussed Paleoindian types, indicating that an extensive regional Native American 
population was in place by the tenth millennium B.P. 

Based on research conducted at two sites in North Carolina's Haw River Valley, Claggett and 
Cable (1982) proposed that changes in technology from the Paleoindian to the Early Archaic 
periods reflect changes in settlement organization in response to post-Pleistocene warming.  They 
argued that the resource structure would have become increasingly homogeneous throughout the 
Early Archaic.  The settlement strategy emphasized residential mobility rather than logistic 
mobility, which would be manifested in an increase in expedient tools or situational technology. 
Supporting data was provided, which was later corroborated by Anderson and Schuldenrein 
(1983), who examined Early Archaic assemblages from various areas of the South Atlantic Slope.  

The Middle Archaic subperiod (8000-5000 B.P.) is characterized by stemmed points, including 
Kirk Stemmed, Stanly, Morrow Mountain, and the lanceolate, Guilford.  Typically, the Morrow 
Mountain and Guilford types are better represented in the South Carolina record. 

Sassaman (1983) suggested that Middle Archaic people were very mobile, perhaps moving 
residences every few weeks, which fits Binford's (1980) definition of a foraging society.  Binford 
proposed that foragers had high levels of residential mobility, moving camps often to take 
advantage of dispersed, but similar resource patches. He believed that differences in environmental 
structure could be traced to large-scale climatic factors and further noted that a collector system 
could arise under any condition that limited the ability of hunter-gatherers to relocate residences.  
During his work in the Haw River area of North Carolina, Cable (1982) argued that postglacial 
warming at the end of the Pleistocene led to increased vegetational homogeneity, which 
encouraged foraging. 
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The Late Archaic period (5000-3000 B.P.) has been described as a time of increased settlement 
permanence, population growth, subsistence intensification, and technological innovation (Smith 
1986).  The Savannah River Stemmed projectile point characterizes the period as well as the 
technological development of fiber-tempered pottery known as Stallings (Stoltman 1974). 
Stallings pottery (5000-3100 B.P.) and the later sand-tempered Thom's Creek series (4,000-2,900 
B.P.) share many formal and stylistic similarities and have a great deal of chronological overlap.  
The first use of freshwater shellfish in the region corresponds with the development of fiber-
tempered pottery in the Coastal Plain (about 4500 B.P.).  However, shellfish procurement and 
pottery use did not occur above the Fall Line until after 3700 B.P. (and fresh-water shell midden 
sites are only found in the Savannah River Valley).  Piedmont and Fall Line inhabitants used 
soapstone cooking tools (heating stones, and later, bowls), which explains the late adoption of 
pottery (Sassaman 1993; Sassaman et al. 1990). No fiber-tempered pottery has been found 
northwest of Columbia (Benson 1994). 

WOODLAND PERIOD 

The Early Woodland period (3000-2450 B.P.) is characterized by Dunlap and Swannanoa 
ceramics.  The Dunlap series is characterized by a medium-to-coarse sand paste, fabric 
impressions, and vessels with a simple jar or cup form. Swannanoa ceramics have a heavy crushed 
quartz temper, and are cord marked or fabric impressed conoidal jars and simple bowls.  They are 
also occasionally simple stamped, check stamped, and smoothed plain (Keel 1976:230).  Early 
Woodland projectile points consist of Savannah River Stemmed and Swannanoa Stemmed.  

The Middle Woodland period (2450-1450 B.P.) is characterized by Pigeon and Cartersville 
potteries in Greenville County.  Pigeon is quartz tempered with check stamped, simple stamped, 
and brushed surfaces.  The Cartersville type has a sand or grit paste with a cord marked surface, 
although simple stamping and check stamping do occur.  The Cartersville series is thought to be 
closely related to the Deptford series found closer to the coast.  Anderson and Schuldenrein 
(1983:720) suggested that Cartersville continues well into the Late Woodland period.  Typical 
projectile points found with these potteries are the Pigeon side-notched and corner-notched types. 
Goodyear et al. (1979) and Wood and Gresham (1982) have found Cartersville components in the 
area, but very little is known about the nature of Middle Woodland occupations.  

Connestee potteries are present during this period also, beginning during the second half of the 
Middle Woodland period.  Keel (1976) puts its temporal range between about 1900 and 1400 B.P. 
Connestee is a thin walled sand tempered ware (Trinkley 1990).  The Connestee ceramic type is 
primarily brushed, simple stamped, and cord marked (Keel 1976:222). 
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The Late Woodland period (1450-800 B.P.) is defined by the presence of Napier pottery.  The 
Napier series is a fine sand tempered ware with fine complicated stamped designs (Trinkley 1980; 
1990).  The Late Woodland period is also defined by the decline in the more coastal oriented 
stamped Deptford wares (Trinkley 1990). 

Although Cartersville may extend into the Late Woodland period, archaeological surveys in the 
Piedmont have not found an appreciable amount of this ceramic type.  Although the sparsity of 
Late Woodland ceramics may be due to the fact that there has been relatively little work in the 
Piedmont, it may be that Native American population areas and distributions may have time depth 
not presently recognized (Trinkley 1980:24).  Projectile points are typically small and triangular. 

The Late Woodland period represents the development of stratified social structures, subsistence 
strategies, and perhaps ideological structure, which would form the foundation for the following 
Mississippian period.  As Sassaman et al. (1990:14–15) noted, the Late Woodland is difficult to 
distinguish from the antecedent Middle Woodland and the subsequent Mississippian period, and 
in some respects represents the continued evolution of Woodland culture into the Mississippian.  
During the Late Woodland, village structure apparently intensified and an incipient agricultural 
economy is suggested by the presence of corn and squash remains at Late Woodland sites.   

Settlement analysis suggests the Late Woodland mirrored the Middle Woodland in site locations, 
although a somewhat greater dispersal of sites suggests a “decrease in settlement organization” 
(Sassaman et al. 1990:14). Sassaman et al. (1990:15) indicated that the major change in settlement 
form the Late Woodland to the Mississippian reflected the consolidation of widely dispersed small 
sites to larger, but less numerous, villages in or near drainage floodplains.   

MISSISSIPPIAN PERIOD 

The Mississippian period (800-350 B.P.) is characterized by a sedentary village life, agricultural 
food production, and regionally integrated and hierarchically organized social, political, and 
ceremonial systems (Anderson 1989).  The presence of Pee Dee pottery is characteristic of 
Mississippian sites. Pottery decorations include complicated stamping, usually in conjunction with 
reed punctation and/or nodes, pellets, or narrow rim strips below the vessel lip.  

According to Smith, Mississippian populations had: 

A ranked form of social organization, and had developed a specific complex 
adaptation to linear, environmentally circumscribed floodplain habitat 
zones... The location of almost any Mississippian settlement within a 
floodplain habitat zone can, to a great extent, be generally explained as a 
result of two energy-capture factors: 
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1. The availability of well-drained, easily tilled, energy-subsidized natural 
levee soils suitable for horticultural garden plots. 

2. Easy access to the rich protein resources of fish and waterfowl in channel-
remnant oxbow lakes (Smith 1978:486, 488). 

Greenville County is near the southern periphery of Pisgah influence.  Common in the Appalachian 
summit area, Pisgah phase pottery is tempered with fine to coarse sand and surface treatments 
include complicated stamping, check stamping, and plain (Dickens 1970; Holden 1966). Pisgah-
like ceramics have been found at several sites in the region (Ryan 1971; Teague 1979). 

HISTORIC INDIAN PERIOD 

The lands of the Lower Cherokee have been described as "comparatively flat lands on the banks 
of the Tugaloo and Keowee Rivers and their branches in what is now northwestern South Carolina" 
(Fogelson and Kutsche 1961:88–89). Swanton (1946) listed a number of Lower Cherokee towns 
in Oconee and Pickens counties, but none in Greenville County. However, archival research by 
Breedlove and McCuen (1993) located several early plats and land grants that give enigmatic 
references to Indian settlements. 

The Cherokee were forced farther west, removing them from the southeast area by 1838, although 
a few remained in the Carolina Mountains as late as 1842.  The Cherokee used South Carolina's 
Upper Piedmont as hunting territory with the eastern limits defined by the presence of the Catawba 
Indians, primarily in the York, Chester, and Lancaster county area (Mabrey 1981). 

Artifacts typically associated with Cherokee occupations include Qualla and Lamar ceramics, 
small triangular projectile points, and early European items. Several sites in nearby Oconee County 
have been examined, which contained remains of historic Cherokee occupation.  They include 
Tomassee, Estatoe, Chauga, and Chatooga (see, for example Egloff 1967; Kelly and DeBaillou 
1960; Schroedl and Riggs 1989; Smith et al. 1988). 

HISTORIC OVERVIEW 

In 1670, the English established a permanent settlement on Albemarle Point along the Ashley 
River.  The Lord Proprietors, who owned the colony until 1720, were in search of a staple crop 
that would provide great wealth in the mercantile system.  By 1680, the settlement moved across 
the river to the peninsula formed by the confluence of the Ashley and Cooper rivers and became 
modern-day Charleston, originally called “Charles Town.”  This position provided better defense, 
as well as a more healthful climate.  In addition, it was convenient for settlers to bring their crops 
to market since the settlement was situated between two major rivers (Lesesne 1931). 



12  
 

After the establishment of Charles Town in 1670, South Carolina was divided into manageable 
territorial units.  Present-day Greenville County was within the largest of these units, known as 
Colleton County.  For approximately the next eight decades, the area continued to be occupied 
predominantly by the Cherokee.  However, Euro-American settlers started moving into the region 
in increasing numbers by the 1750s, though, at the time, it was illegal for British citizens to own 
land reserved for the Indians (Lesesne 1931).   

Early settlers from the north were composed primarily of cattlemen and Indian traders. Semi-
permanent settlements were concentrated along streams and rivers where land was productive and 
easily cleared (Mills 1972:604).  One of the earliest settlers was Richard Pearis, who operated a 
trading post and gristmill overlooking a 15-foot fall on the Reedy River.  During this period, there 
was little communication between the upstate landholders and the legal authorities on the coast, 
which left the Upcountry largely autonomous. This led to the emergence of the Regulator 
Movement of the 1760s, a vigilante organization that attempted to maintain order and provide 
security on the frontier (Adams and Trinkley 1993).  The group petitioned the Commons House 
for a system of courts, a written legal code, churches, schools, and defined county lines.  In 
response, the Circuit Court Act of 1769 created the Ninety-Six District in the northwestern section 
of the province, including the area of contemporary Greenville County.  This act marked the first 
time that the region was represented in official government proceedings.  

By the mid-1770s, the Upcountry population was quite diverse in its ethnic, religious, and political 
background.  However, in Greenville County, the Revolutionary War period was dominated by 
American interests.  British Tories were in the minority in the region, but the Cherokee 
supplemented their military numbers.  Richard Pearis, the founder of the City of Greenville, was 
an avid Tory and was made a Captain in defense of the Crown.  The British military influence was 
quickly mitigated in the Greenville area when Pearis was captured along with other prominent 
Tory leaders.  This gave the Americans an opportunity to eliminate the British presence in the 
upstate completely.  Colonel William Thompson, on December 22, 1775, rallied the Patriot militia 
and defeated the British loyalists near the Reedy River.  This battle, known as the Snow Campaign, 
was the only Revolutionary War battle fought in the Greenville area and it effectively secured the 
South Carolina upstate for the American cause (Lipscomb 1991).   

The Cherokees’ choice to support the British during the Revolution ended their influence in the 
region.  As reports of attacks by the Cherokee began to circulate, colonists from both North and 
South Carolina set out to “burn every Indian town” and were largely successful in their task.  
Weakened by disease and warfare, the Cherokee signed The Treaty of DeWitt’s Corner on May 
20, 1777, in which “all of the Cherokee lands, eastward of Unacay Mountain” were ceded to the 
state of South Carolina (Huff 1995).  
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The population of Greenville County did not increase until after the expulsion of the Native 
American population.  A wave of immigration, spearheaded by farmers from North Carolina, 
Virginia, Maryland, and Pennsylvania, created a self-sufficient economy based on planting flax, 
tobacco, corn, wheat, and oats, and raising cattle and hogs (Trinkley et al. 1995). 

Although the Circuit Court Act of 1769 had provided circuit courts and sheriffs, the Upcountry 
was still suffering from ineffective local government after the American Revolution. The newly 
formed legislature divided the Ninety Six District into six counties in 1785, but it was not until the 
next year that Greenville County emerged as a discrete entity from lands designated to Spartanburg 
and Laurens counties (Adams and Trinkley 1993).  

In 1797, Lemuel J. Alston offered a 400-acre site for the Greenville County courthouse, near the 
site of Pearis’ gristmill, and the formal organization of the area began to be recognizable. The 
original village, called Pleasantburg, was a largely unsuccessful speculative venture on Alston’s 
part.  In 1815, Alston sold his 11,000-acre holdings to Vardry McBee and left the area (Building 
Conservation Technology, Inc. 1981:11). 

In 1790, the Piedmont’s population accounted for 32.7 percent of the total state population. Ten 
years later, the population had increased by 48.2 percent to 120,805 inhabitants. The town of 
Greenville grew throughout the nineteenth century, having 500 residents in 1834 and about 1,500 
in 1850.  By 1850, Greenville County had 13,370 white inhabitants and 6,691 African American 
slaves, most operating the 1,068 farms that were scattered through the county (Building 
Conservation Technology, Inc. 1981). 

Because there was no consistently profitable staple crop, the Upcountry focused on the production 
of subsistence crops until the early 1800s after the introduction of the cotton gin and the rise of 
English textile mills.  Cotton production spread quickly during the first decade of the eighteenth 
century and by 1811, the Upcountry exported over 30 million pounds of short-staple cotton (Ford 
1988:7). Even yeomen farmers could participate in cotton agriculture since it required little capital 
outlay, and this promoted tremendous growth in the area. 

Despite cotton’s spread, Greenville County cannot be characterized as representative of the 
antebellum cotton kingdom, as the bulk of farms continued to produce subsistence crops until the 
Civil War.  While the county ranked seventh in the production of rye and oats, it ranked twenty-
sixth in the production of cotton.  The only significant cash crop produced by Greenville was 
tobacco.  The county ranked third in tobacco production in 1850 (DeBow 1854). 

Lacy K. Ford, Jr. argued that the Upcountry participated in Secession because of the “’county-
republican’ ideal of personal independence, given particular fortification by the use of black slaves 
as a mud-sill class’” in his Origins of Southern Radicalism: The South Carolina Upcountry, 1800-
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1860 (Ford 1988).  Ford made the case that both yeomen and planters rose to defend this ideal, 
though no Civil War battles were actually fought in Greenville County.  The greatest contribution 
that the county made to the cause of the Confederacy was in providing human and material 
resources.  The City of Greenville alone provided enough soldiers to form two infantry regiments 
and approximately 400 people died as a result of combat-related illness or wounds.  In addition to 
personnel, Greenville provided the Confederacy with an arsenal for the manufacture of rifles and 
a hospital.  Although the Civil War had little military impact on Greenville, the war did change its 
history, destroying the basis of its wealth and creating in its place a system of tenancy.  This 
arrangement involved the hiring of farm laborers for a portion of the crop, a fixed amount of 
money, or both (Ford 1988).  

After the Civil War, cotton prices rose, causing many Southerners to plant cotton again in the 
hopes of making up for losses that occurred during the war.  There were about 200 gins operating 
in Greenville County in the 1880s and the distance cotton would have to be hauled was never more 
than 1.5 miles.  The financial backing needed for Reconstruction in the Greenville area came 
primarily from New England investors who started textile mills, utilizing the local cotton crop and 
waterpower in the area.  Textile manufacturing, which had formerly been monopolized by Aiken 
County, became the industrial focus of the Greenville area (Trinkley et al. 1995). By 1888 there 
were eight textile works using both steam and waterpower.  

Between 1880 and 1925, the number of owner-operated farms in the Piedmont increased by 35.3 
percent, while the number of case renters increased by 375.4 percent and the number of 
sharecroppers increased by 155.8 percent. A news article reported that formerly enslaved 
individuals engaged in agriculture “rarely make more than a bare support and in the end they get 
into debt and never pay out” – the legacy of poor agricultural training, inability to obtain assistance, 
and the effect of Jim Crow laws (News and Courier 1884). 

Rail lines across the state of South Carolina began to increase substantially in the 1850s with the 
creation of a state-sponsored revolving fund to support the development of the railroad.  This 
occurred rapidly and 11 lines operated in the state by 1860.  The improved rail lines resulted in a 
greater ability to transport goods, both throughout the state and into northern states as well.  This 
proved to be a particular boon for manufacturing, and helped spur the development of the textile 
industry (Edgar 1998:283).  

In addition to better transportation of goods across the state, the railroad also spurred the growth 
of several towns along its lines. Two of these are Simpsonville and Fountain Inn. Fountain Inn and 
Simpsonville were both established along Old Stage Road. Fountain Inn became a main stagecoach 
stop with an established post office in 1832. Simpsonville was not that far behind and in 1838 the 
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area established a post office and was originally named Plain. It was later named Simpsonville 
after Peter Simpson, who started one of the first business within that community (Brown 2016; 
Huff 1995; Richardson 2016).  

The late nineteenth century saw a consolidation of the railroads.  The Southern Railroad gained 
ownership of many rail lines, including the Greenville and Columbia, and used Greenville as a 
hub.  As Greenville dealt directly with major cities, such as New York and Atlanta, its position as 
a center for textile manufacturing became even more prominent (Aheron 1999:29). By 1915, 
Greenville’s role in the textile industry was solidified when it became the permanent host for the 
biennial Southern Textile Exposition (Edgar 1998:454).  

In the 1930s, the combination of a depressed national economy and Progressive legislation enacted 
to reduce the maximum number of hours a textile worker could work in a day resulted in a decrease 
in profits for mill owners.  Their response was “the stretch-out,” a new program in which each mill 
operator would be responsible for more looms at a time, with a faster operating speed (Edgar 
1998:488).  This new program was unpopular with workers and caused unease in the mill industry.  
The United Textile Workers called for general strikes in 1934, and Greenville saw unrest and 
violence as a result of the strikes (Cooper 2000:149–150). 

The advent of World War II changed the fate of Greenville’s textile industry once more, as 
Greenville mills supplied U.S. troops with cloth for uniforms and other necessities.  Greenville 
also became home to Donaldson Air Force Base during World War II, which further bolstered the 
economy (Aheron 1999:96–97). Post-war economic boom times resulted in a continual increase 
in textile production through the 1960s, with employment reaching its peak at 161,000 people in 
1973.  After this, the textile industry in Greenville began its decline, spurred on by shifts in 
technology that rendered its plants obsolete, as well as the shift of production overseas.  By the 
1990s, the textile industry in Greenville employed less than half of the workers it had in the 1970s.  
Today the textile industry has been largely replaced with skilled manufacturing, with companies 
such as BMW moving into the Greenville-Spartanburg area (Edgar 1998:576). 

NEW WASHINGTON HEIGHTS NEIGHBORHOOD  

The New Washington Heights neighborhood is a historically Black neighborhood developed in 
the 1940s by William T. Henderson and Nonus O. McDowell, Jr. McDowell’s father was partners 
with Henderson, forming the real estate firm of Henderson and McDowell, and McDowell Jr. was 
a salesman at the firm (Hill Directory Company 1944:253). Henderson and McDowell Jr 
purchased the land that would become the New Washington Heights neighborhood on October 25, 
1944 from M. Dorsey Woodside (Greenville County Deed Book [GCDB] 268:333). M. Dorsey 
Woodside was the wife of Joel D. Woodside. Joel, along with his brother John and two other 
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brothers, started the Woodside Cotton Mill in Greenville at the turn of the twentieth century, which 
was said to be the largest complete cotton mill under one roof in America (Dunlap 1986). 
Henderson and McDowell Jr. had the 42-acre parcel surveyed and subdivided by December 1944 
(GCDB 270: 244-245) (Figure 3).   

Henderson and McDowell Jr. began advertising the lots for sale immediately. Planned as an 
African American neighborhood, newspaper advertisements from November 1944 publicize 250 
lovely building lots just off New Buncombe Road (Poinsett Highway) and listed such amenities 
as sewer, lights, city water, and paved sidewalks (The Greenville News 1944a) (Figure 4a). 
Henderson and McDowell Jr. also appealed to investors, suggesting one could buy 10 lots in 
Washington Heights and build duplexes – after the war – as rental properties (The Greenville News 
1944b) (Figure 4b). The sales pitch to investors was successful. The initial purchases of lots in 
New Washington Heights were by white investors, all purchasing at least 10 lots, with the first 
buyer purchasing 11 lots for $2,400 (Bainbridge 2020). 

By 1946, it appears that the firm of Henderson and McDowell had dissolved. Henderson advertised 
lots for sale in the Black neighborhoods of Washington Heights, Glen Farm, and Nicholtown under 
W.T. Henderson and Company, while McDowell Jr. continued to sell his share of the New 
Washington Heights lots independently (The Greenville News 1946a; 1946b). However, their 
development had already begun to take shape, as the streets were visible on 1948 aerial 
photography (Figure 5). By the early 1960s, the majority of the lots in New Washington Heights 
had been developed (Figure 6) and the newspaper advertisements shifted from undeveloped lots 
and investment opportunities in New Washington Heights to those for three and four room houses.  

The residents of the New Washington Heights neighborhood were primarily middle-class African 
Americans. The city directories show that the majority of residents were home owners and list 
occupations such as grocer, painter, sandwich shop owner, and landscaper. It is also likely that 
many found employment at the textile mills that lined nearby Poinsett Highway. The community 
grew quickly after World War II, as the new neighborhood was attractive to many returning Black 
servicemen and their families (Bainbridge 2020). In 1949, the New Washington Heights 
Community Club was organized with the goal of creating a recreation center for the community 
(Cunningham 1979). Through fundraising, the club was able to purchase five lots, a total of three 
acres, for $2,600 and $50 monthly payments (The Greenville News 1949). Residents of New 
Washington Heights and volunteers cleared the lots and constructed the Happy Hearts Community 
Center and Park, located on the north corner of the neighborhood near Richland Creek. As a private 
park, monies were raised and donated to maintain the park and facilities as well as pay the monthly 
loan (Cunningham 1979).          
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In 1957, the Northwood Industrial Park was developed adjacent to New Washington Heights on 
11 acres between Worley Road and Arcadia Road (Bainbridge 2020) (Figure 6). By the 1960s, 
tenants at the industrial park included Byrd Furniture, Brookline Carpet, Textile Warehouse, and 
U.S. Plywood (Bainbridge 2020). At the same time the industrial park was being developed, the 
Greenville County school district approved plans for a 12-year school, elementary through high 
school in one building, in what was dubbed the Happy Hearts area (Bainbridge 2020).  Designed 
by R.H. Longstreet and Associates, the Washington Elementary and High School was completed 
in 1961 and quick became a point of pride to the neighborhood (The Greenville News 1960) 
(Figure 6). The modern school building contained 30 classrooms and was over 64,000 square feet 
(The Greenville News 1960) (Figure 7). The school closed shortly thereafter in February 1970 due 
to the integration of Greenville County schools (Bainbridge 2020). The building then housed the 
Washington School Center, an education facility for students with severe intellectual disabilities 
from 1971 until 2004 (Greenville County Schools 2021). The building was razed in 2015.  

The dynamics of the neighborhood changed through the 1970s.  By the end of the decade, less than 
a third of New Washington Heights residents were homeowners, and vacancies increased 
(Bainbridge 2020). The Happy Hearts Center also faltered, as the organization could no longer 
fully support its programs due to a decline in donations. While the Greenville County Recreation 
Commission informally supplemented the non-profit’s budget over the years, the county 
commission formally leased the park and the Happy Hearts Community Center in 1976 and a new 
community center building was constructed in 1979 (Cunningham 1979). In 1981, the Greenville 
County Redevelopment Authority started a two-year, $600,000 public works improvement project 
in the New Washington Heights neighborhood, at the behest of residents (Perry 1979). The project 
provided funds for widening and resurfacing the streets, housing repairs and rehabilitation, 
clearing drainage basins, and other public improvements (Perry 1979).  

The neighborhood has changed little since the 1990s.  Aerial photography does not show any 
substantial development or change within the New Washington Heights, except for the demolition 
of the Washington Elementary and High School (Figure 8). Recently, a committed group of 
residents have organized to return prominence to the small, yet vibrant community.    

BACKGROUND RESEARCH 

No previous archaeological studies have been conducted in the project area. However, two surveys 
have been conducted within 0.5 mile of the project area. An archaeological survey associated with 
the Worley Road Railroad Bridge Replacement was conducted in 1995 approximately 181 meters 
northeast of the project area.  
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This survey did not lead to the identification of any archaeological sites. The other survey 
conducted within a half-mile of the project area was conducted in 2014 by NSA in association 
with the Proposed Poinsett Highway (U.S. 276). The 2014 survey was conducted 566.4 meters 
west of the APE. No archaeological sites were identified as a result of this survey (Pope and Gillett 
2014). There are no recorded archaeological sites within 0.5 mile of the APE. 

Twenty-two previously recorded architectural resources and one historic district have been 
identified within 0.5 mile of the project area (Table 1). Of those, 18 resources have been 
determined not eligible, one determined eligible for listing in the NRHP, and two are listed in the 
NRHP.  Two of the resources, SHPO Site Numbers 3933 and 3934, are no longer extant.  None of 
these resources are within the APE. 

Table 1. Previously Identified Architectural Resources 

SHPO Site 
Number 

Resource Name Address/Location Date of 
Construction 

NRHP Eligibility  

N/A Brutontown 
Neighborhood 

East of Poinsett Highway/US 276, 
North of Rutherford Road, South of 
Norfolk Southern Railroad line 

Circa 1930 Not Eligible 

4 Broad Margin 9 W. Avondale Dr. 1954 Listed 
2084 Hugh Aiken House 1 Parkside Drive 1952 Listed 
3924 Hope Reed Dress 

Company 
1224 Poinsett Highway Circa 1950 Not Eligible 

3925  1210 Poinsett Highway Circa 1950 Not Eligible 
3926  1209 Poinsett Highway Circa 1960 Not Eligible 
3927  1114 Poinsett Highway Circa 1950 Not Eligible 
3928  1108 Poinsett Highway Circa 1950 Not Eligible 
3929  1000 Poinsett Highway Circa 1950 Not Eligible 

3930 Brown’s Paint and 
Body 

2 Sidney Street Circa 1951 Eligible 

3931  19 Sidney Street Circa 1955 Not Eligible 
3932 Wrenn Memorial 

Baptist Church 
19 Sidney Street Circa 1958 Not Eligible 

3933 Bruce Plaza 930 Poinsett Highway Circa 1960 No longer extant 
(Demolished 2016) 

3934 B.L. Bruce 
Implement Co. 

915 Poinsett Highway 1951 No longer extant 
(Demolished 2016) 

3935  921 Poinsett Highway Circa 1950 Not Eligible 
3936  911 Poinsett Highway Circa 1950 Not Eligible 
3937  901 Poinsett Highway Circa 1950 Not Eligible 
3938  11 Laurel Street Circa 1935 Not Eligible 
3939  13 Laurel Street Circa 1935 Not Eligible 
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Table 1. Previously Identified Architectural Resources 

SHPO Site 
Number 

Resource Name Address/Location Date of 
Construction 

NRHP Eligibility  

3940  221 Kerns Street Circa 1935 Not Eligible 
3941  304 Kerns Street Circa 1935 Not Eligible 
3942  414 Old Paris Mountain Road Circa 1935 Not Eligible 
3943  510 Old Paris Mountain Road Circa 1951 Not Eligible 
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IV. METHODS 

BACKGROUND RESEARCH METHODS 

Background research consisted of an examination of the state site files, the NRHP files, and 
standing structure files on record at the South Carolina Institute of Archaeology and Anthropology 
(SCIAA), as well as the South Carolina Department of Archives and History (SCDAH).  The goal 
of the background research was to identify previously identified cultural resources in the area. 
Historic maps were also examined to assist in identifying possible unidentified cultural resources. 
Map collections included Mills’ Atlas of South Carolina (Mills 1980) and digital collections at the 
University of South Carolina’s Thomas Cooper Library. 

FIELD METHODS 

ARCHAEOLOGY 

Systematic pedestrian reconnaissance was the primary means of surveying areas that had been 
extensively disturbed by ground-moving activities. Areas in which pedestrian survey was best 
implemented were determined based upon modern aerials and the condition of the project area 
during fieldwork. Surface survey was conducted in 30-meter intervals throughout the extensively 
disturbed portions of the project area in which the surface visibility exceeded 50 percent. 

Survey methods included a pedestrian survey along the transects to investigate pre-plotted shovel 
test locations. Shovel tests measured 30 centimeters in diameter and were excavated at 30-meter 
intervals. Excavation proceeded by natural stratum and continued to groundwater, or at least 10 
centimeters into sterile subsoil. All soils were screened through 0.25-inch mesh hardware cloth to 
ensure systematic artifact recovery.   

Shovel tests were not excavated when they were within paved or dirt roads, or within standing 
water.  Upon excavation of each shovel test, field crew members updated the corresponding record 
in the database contained within their mobile device.  Each excavator recorded information on 
maximum shovel test depth, depths of natural strata, United States Department of Agriculture 
Natural Resources Conservation Service (USDA-NRCS) soil texture and Munsell color 
designations, presence or absence of artifacts, depth of artifacts recovered, and any other pertinent 
information. 
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Photographs were taken of various places within the project area and of the site using a Ricoh WG-
50 digital camera. A log detailing the subject, direction, and the location of each photograph was 
maintained during the survey. In addition, photographs were taken of selected shovel tests via the 
shovel test database application on the mobile devices.  

ARCHITECTURE 

Architectural survey consisted of photographing all resources that were identified within the APE. 
Identification of resources was initially completed through analyzing aerials, maps, and historic 
documentation, although the survey also included observing the viewshed along the project area 
boundary to identify potential historic resources that were not picked up during the pre-field 
screening. The survey recorded the number of buildings on each parcel, building type, and/or style, 
and noted the presence of any alterations and changes. When possible, the survey also included 
conversations with the property owners. The data collected from the survey informed the final 
number of properties that would be evaluated. These resources were identified and surveyed in 
accordance with the South Carolina SHPO Survey Manual: South Carolina Statewide Survey of 
Historic Places.  

LABORATORY ANALYSIS 

No artifacts were discovered during the field work, so laboratory analysis and curation preparation 
were not necessary.  

NATIONAL REGISTER OF HISTORIC PLACES EVALUATION 

Cultural resources were evaluated based on criteria for NRHP eligibility specified in the 
Department of Interior Regulations 36 CFR Part 60: National Register of Historic Places.  Cultural 
resources were defined as significant if they “possess integrity of location, design, setting, 
materials, workmanship, feeling, and association,” and if they: 

A) are associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad pattern 
of history; or 

B) are associated with the lives of persons significant in the past; or 

C) embody the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or method of construction, or 
represent the work of a master, possess high artistic values, or represent a significant and 
distinguishable entity whose components may lack individual distinction; or 

D) yield, or are likely to yield, information important in prehistory or history. 



CULTURAL RESOURCES SURVEY OF THE GREENLINK – GREENVILLE TRANSIT AUTHORITY 
OPERATIONS AND MAINTENANCE FACILITY GREENVILLE COUNTY, SOUTH CAROLINA 29 

 
In general, there are several factors that influence evaluations of eligibility, particularly under 
Criterion D.  The most important factors include sites with sufficient artifact density and diversity 
to generate information regarding spatial patterning, technology, adaptations, behavior, and 
lifeways.  Both the presence of clear spatial patterning, either vertically or horizontally, and artifact 
depth are important variables.  The presence or absence of known or suspected features can also 
be important because of the information they often contain.  Sites that represent types, components, 
or periods that are rare or relatively unknown can be important, even if they lack other variables 
such as high artifact density (e.g., Paleoindian).  Sites may also be recommended eligible based on 
their association with certain events, themes, unique construction methods or materials, or 
important people. 

Under Criteria A, B, and C, an archaeological property must be able to convey its significance, 
while under Criterion D, only the potential to yield information is required (Hardesty 2000:33; 
King 1998:77–80).  Criterion D is frequently used for the evaluation of archaeological sites.  
Archaeological sites identified in the study area were evaluated according to the criteria outlined 
above, with particular emphasis on their potential to contribute new and significant information to 
local, regional, and national research.  The quality of archaeological information must be addressed 
in terms of historic contexts, research questions, and data requirements needed to answer specific 
questions.  Integrity, artifact density, and potential for intact features and subsurface deposits are 
some of the key factors that ordinarily are considered during the evaluation of a site for inclusion 
on the NRHP. 
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V. ARCHAEOLOGICAL SURVEY RESULTS 

SURVEY RESULTS 

During the archaeological survey, NSA investigated 81 shovel test locations in the APE.  Twenty-
four tests were not excavated due to gravel impasse (N=9), a slope greater than 15 percent (N=13) 
or standing water (N=2). The remaining 57 shovel tests were negative for cultural resources 
(Figures 9-11). The survey did not result in the identification of any new or previously identified 
archaeological sites.  

Figure 10 illustrates a representative soil profile from Shovel Test 80. The profile of this shovel 
test consisted of red (2.5YR 5/6) clay at the surface. A similar profile was noted across the southern 
quadrant and the center of the project area. The disturbances in these areas are visible on modern 
aerial imagery. The southeastern quadrant of the project area, where the Washington Elementary 
and High School once sat, has been heavily disturbed by the demolition of the school. No in situ 
structural remains were identified, though large stones and brick fragments were identified 
scattered across the property. The center of the project area is currently used as an unkempt soccer 
field and a soil dumping ground for the city (Figure 13).  

The soils in the soccer field suggested that the area had been filled, as evidenced by the brown 
(10YR 4/3) sandy clay fill present from 0-5 centimeters below the surface (cmbs). Beneath this fill 
was the red clay subsoil identified throughout the remaining project area. Partially intact soils were 
identified in the wooded area directly east of the soccer field. The topsoil in this area was a dark 
brown (10YR 3/3) silty loam that terminated at 7 cmbs. The subsoil in this area was a strong brown 
(7.5YR4/6) silty clay (Figure 14). 
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Table 2.  Newly Identified Architectural Resources 

SHPO Site 
Number 

Address Resource Use Date of 
Construction 

New Washington 
Heights 

NRHP Eligibility 
Determination 

6359 200 Pate Drive Commercial 1970 No Not Eligible 
6360 New Washington 

Heights Historic 
District 

Residential Circa. 1948 Yes Eligible 

6360.01 111 Loop Street Residential 1950 Yes Not Individually 
Eligible 
Contributing Resource 
to New Washington 
Heights Historic 
District 

6360.02 207 Loop Street Residential 1950 Yes Not Individually 
Eligible 
Contributing Resource 
to New Washington 
Heights Historic 
District 

6360.03 215 Loop Street Residential 1950 Yes Not Individually 
Eligible 
Contributing Resource 
to New Washington 
Heights Historic 
District 

6360.04 329 Loop Street Residential 1950 Yes Not Individually 
Eligible 
Contributing Resource 
to New Washington 
Heights Historic 
District 

6360.05 359 Loop Street Residential 1950 Yes Not Individually 
Eligible 
Contributing Resource 
to New Washington 
Heights Historic 
District 

6360.06 20 Cody Street Residential 1950 Yes Not Individually 
Eligible 
Contributing Resource 
to New Washington 
Heights Historic 
District 

6360.07 14 Maple Street Residential 1950 Yes Not Individually 
Eligible 
Contributing Resource 
to New Washington 
Heights Historic 
District 

 





42  
 

SHPO SITE NUMBER 6349 

SHPO Site Number 6349 is a section of the circa 1894 Southern Railroad located immediately 
southwest of Pate Drive and immediately north of the project area (Figure 16). A historic spur of 
the railroad also runs immediately south of O’Jones Street. The railroad was established in 1894 
as the result of consolidation of several older railroads in the southeast. Eventually, the Southern 
Railroad would extend rail networks across 13 states, and support both agricultural and emerging 
industrial shipping during the early twentieth century. The Southern Railroad was eventually 
bought out by Norfolk Southern in 1982 (Southern Railway Historical Association 2019) Although 
the railbed is original, the rails, ties, and surrounding track ballast are non-historic features. 
Considering there are no original features of the railroad to convey its original form, and because 
the Southern Railway no longer owns the railroad, SHPO Site Number 6349 is recommended not 
eligible for inclusion on the NRHP under Criterion A for Transportation. 

SHPO SITE NUMBER 6350 

SHPO Site Number 6350 is a historic warehouse with no academic type or style located at 304 
Arcadia Drive (Figure 17). The resource is situated northeast of the project area, and is 
characterized by a rectangular footprint, a flat metal roof, and is clad in a brick veneer. The 
resource is organized into a two-story warehouse facility to the south, a one-story warehouse 
facility to the north, and a non-historic wooded area on the west side of the parcel. The east 
elevation of the building features a non-historic glass door, two non-historic garage bay doors, and 
an original metal door.  

The north elevation of the building features an original loading dock that is covered by a historic 
metal porch. The loading dock features four historic garage bay doors and a non-historic glass door 
to the west. A historic shed-roof projection is located on the west side and is enclosed by a non-
historic chain-link fence. The building does not display any intentional stylistic or design features, 
and the building has been altered by non-historic doors and windows. Therefore, SHPO Site 
Number 6350 is recommended not eligible for inclusion on the NRHP under Criterion C for 
Architecture. Because SHPO Site Number 6350 does not display any features that suggest it was 
pivotal in the economic development of Greenville County, it is recommended not eligible for 
inclusion on the NRHP under Criterion A for commerce. 
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SHPO SITE NUMBER 6351 

SHPO Site Number 6351 is a historic warehouse with no academic type or style located at 206 
Arcadia Drive (Figure 18). The building is currently owned by ATD Recycling, although it is 
unclear if they are the original owners. The resource is situated northeast of the project area, and 
is characterized by a rectangular footprint, a flat metal roof, and is clad in a brick veneer. The 
resource is organized into two sections, the southeastern half of the building being recessed 
approximately 60 feet from the surrounding exterior wall, and it is fronted by a historic metal 
porch.  The southwest elevation features five garage bays with non-historic metal doors, and two 
historic metal doors. The south corner of the building features a non-historic addition that is 
situated under the porch.  The building does not display any intentional stylistic or design features, 
and the building has been altered by non-historic doors and an addition. Therefore, SHPO Site 
Number 6351 is recommended not eligible for inclusion on the NRHP under Criterion C for 
Architecture. Because SHPO Site Number 6351 does not display any features that suggest it was 
pivotal in the economic development of Greenville County, it is recommended not eligible for 
inclusion on the NRHP under Criterion A for commerce. 

SHPO SITE NUMBER 6352 

SHPO Site Number 6352 is a historic warehouse with no academic type or style located at 202 
Arcadia Drive (Figure 19). The building is currently owned by Greenville Contract Recycling, 
although it is unclear if they are the original owners. The resource is situated east of the project 
area, and is characterized by a square footprint, a flat metal roof, and is clad in a brick veneer.  The 
west elevation features three original garage bays with non-historic metal doors and awnings. 
There appears to be a former garage bay that was later filled in with non-historic brick. The cornice 
of the building is clad in original aluminum siding.  The building does not display any intentional 
stylistic or design features, and the building has been altered by non-historic doors and the removal 
of a former garage bay. Therefore, SHPO Site Number 6352 is recommended not eligible for 
inclusion on the NRHP under Criterion C for Architecture. Because SHPO Site Number 6352 does 
not display any features that suggest it was pivotal in the economic development of Greenville 
County, it is recommended not eligible for inclusion on the NRHP under Criterion A for 
commerce. 
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The building does not display any intentional stylistic or design features and the building has been 
altered by non-historic garage doors, non-historic metal windows, and non-historic aluminum 
siding. Therefore, SHPO Site Number 6356 is recommended not eligible for inclusion on the 
NRHP under Criterion C for Architecture. Because SHPO Site Number 6356 does not display any 
features that suggest it was pivotal in the economic development of Greenville County, it is 
recommended not eligible for inclusion on the NRHP under Criterion A for commerce. 

SHPO SITE NUMBER 6357 

SHPO Site Number 6357 is a 1970 garage with no academic type or style located at 709 Rutherford 
Road (Figure 24). The building is currently owned by Barber Race Works, who are not the original 
owners. The resource is situated southeast of the project area, overlooking the intersection of 
Arcadia Drive and Rutherford Road. SHPO Site Number 6357 is characterized by a rectangular 
footprint, a flat metal roof, and is clad in a brick veneer. The façade is organized into seven bays, 
with a centrally located, non-historic metal, front door. The door is flanked on the west side by 
three non-historic metal garage doors. The east side of the façade includes three, non-historic, 
double-hung, one-over-one, vinyl windows. The east elevation includes four non-historic, double-
hung, one-over-one, vinyl windows, two non-historic one-light vinyl windows, and one non-
historic metal garage door.   The building does not display any intentional stylistic or design 
features, and the building has been altered by the replacement of all its original doors and windows. 
Therefore, SHPO Site Number 6357 is recommended not eligible for inclusion on the NRHP under 
Criterion C for Architecture. Because SHPO Site Number 6357 does not display any features that 
suggest it was pivotal in the economic development of Greenville County, it is recommended not 
eligible for inclusion on the NRHP under Criterion A for commerce. 

SHPO SITE NUMBER 6358 

SHPO Site Number 6358 is a 1948 store and garage with no academic style located at 716 Worley 
Road (Figure 25). The building is currently vacant. The resource is situated east of the project area, 
overlooking Worley Road. SHPO Site Number 6358 is characterized by a rectangular footprint, a 
flat, partially collapsed, asphalt roof, and is clad in a brick veneer. The façade is organized into ten 
bays, with a centrally located, non-historic glass, front door. The door is flanked on both sides by 
six original, ten-light metal windows that are missing some panes. The northwest side of the façade 
includes an original loading dock with two original garage bays and an original metal door. The 
southeast elevation features two original eight-light, metal windows, one original, six-light metal 
window, and four original, four-light metal windows. The east elevation includes four non-historic, 
double-hung, one-over-one vinyl windows, two non-historic, one-light vinyl windows, and one 
non-historic, metal garage door. A former garage bay appears to have been removed from this 
elevation and has been replaced with non-historic brick. The building does not display any 
intentional stylistic features that convey that this is an excellent example of this building type.   
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The building has been altered by the replacement of its original front door, the loss of some of its 
original windows, and the lack of material integrity on the roof. Therefore, SHPO Site Number 
6358 is recommended not eligible for inclusion on the NRHP under Criterion C for Architecture. 
Because SHPO Site Number 6358 does not display any features that suggest it was pivotal in the 
economic development of Greenville County, it is recommended not eligible for inclusion on the 
NRHP under Criterion A for commerce. 

SHPO SITE NUMBER 6359 

SHPO Site Number 6359 is a historic warehouse with no academic type or style located at 200 
Pate Drive (Figure 26). The building is currently owned by Prestige Marble Inc., although it is 
unclear if they are the original owners. The resource is situated northeast of the project area, 
overlooking the intersection of Pate Drive and Southern Railroad. SHPO Site Number 6359 is 
characterized by an L-shaped footprint, a flat roof, and is clad in a brick veneer. The structural 
masonry is partially exposed in the garage bay on the southwest elevation, revealing that the 
building was constructed with concrete block. The façade is entirely fronted by a loading dock and 
is organized into eight bays of original metal garage doors. There are two original, metal garage 
doors located in the middle of the façade and a series of 28 paired, double-hung, one-over-one 
metal windows adorn the second level. The southwest elevation is characterized by three, historic 
garage bays and metal doors. Although the building retains much of its original integrity, the 
building does not display any intentional stylistic or design features. Therefore, SHPO Site 
Number 6359 is recommended not eligible for inclusion on the NRHP under Criterion C for 
Architecture. Because SHPO Site Number 6359 does not display any features that suggest it was 
pivotal in the economic development of Greenville County, it is recommended not eligible for 
inclusion on the NRHP under Criterion A for commerce. 

SHPO SITE NUMBER 6360 (NEW WASHINGTON HEIGHTS NEIGHBORHOOD)  

The historic New Washington Heights neighborhood is located immediately west of O’Jones 
Street. The neighborhood is bounded by Poinsett Highway to the west, the Southern Railroad to 
the north, Boling Circle to the south, and the project area to the east (Figures 27-31). The 
neighborhood is organized into three original, parallel streets (Cody Street, Maple Street, and Pear 
Street) that are encircled by Loop Street. The neighborhood was established in the late 1940s, and 
currently includes 120 extant historic buildings, primarily residential. The Washington Elementary 
and High School was located next to the neighborhood; the school complex is no longer extant.  
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The neighborhood is characterized by single-family residences consisting of Minimal Traditional 
Houses and early Compact Ranch Houses with no academic style.  The vast majority of the houses 
have rectangular footprints and gabled roofs. The houses are built on concrete block foundations 
and are usually free of large additions or projections. While some of the houses feature broad entry 
porches with shed roofs, a majority are fronted with gabled entry porches. The houses in the 
neighborhood retain their original, double-hung, one-over-one wood windows, and occasionally 
feature original, tripartite picture windows. Houses are usually altered to include non-historic vinyl 
siding, non-historic porches, and non-historic detached garages and carports. Small lots with 
grassy yards are uniformly present. Some vacant lots are present, but there is no infilling with 
unsympathetic or out of scale constructions.  

A preliminary field assessment of NRHP eligibility suggest that the New Washington Heights 
neighborhood may be significant under Criterion A for its role in community planning and 
development and Black heritage. The neighborhood was designed to be a middle-class residential 
development for African Americans. As early as 1944, the developers Henderson and McDowell 
Jr. advertised “Lots for Sale for Colored” priced from $148 to $598 (The Greenville News 1944a). 
New Washington Heights became known as a small but prominent community, and many of the 
original residents never left the neighborhood, and their descendants still live in the area. The 
establishment of Happy Hearts Community Center and park in 1949 created a meeting place and 
recreational site for the neighborhood and Greenville’s African American community, as such 
facilities were limited for Black residents. The community center and park provided a place for 
picnics, dances, and banquets and held programs for children and teenagers in the summer. Happy 
Hearts Community Center drew visitors from as far away as Spartanburg, Columbia and even 
Georgia (Cunningham 1979). Although under the purview of the Greenville County Recreation 
Commission, the Happy Hearts Community Center continues to serve New Washington Heights 
and the greater Greenville community from its original location on Loop Street. Since the 
neighborhood never underwent substantial changes or development, New Washington Heights’s 
original design and layout retains strong integrity, and the neighborhood maintains its scale and 
sense of place with one-story homes separated by lawns on narrow residential streets. The 
configuration of the streets and the loop surrounding them creates an intentional hidden or 
embedded feel to the neighborhood. Therefore, the New Washington Heights Historic District is 
recommended eligible for inclusion on the NRHP under Criterion A for community planning and 
development and Black heritage.  

The New Washington Heights Historic District was also evaluated for its significance under 
Criterion C in the area of architecture. Unlike the neighborhood’s overall plan and layout, many 
of the homes in New Washington Heights have not retained their original design and materials, 
The original form of many of the residences has been obscured by alterations. Many of the houses 
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have been altered to include non-historic vinyl siding, non-historic carports and garages, and non-
historic porch additions. The additions have changed the original, compact footprints of the houses 
and the additional historic porches do not conform to the characteristic design of one, small entry 
porch or stoop.   Given this lack of integrity, the neighborhood appears not eligible for inclusion 
on the NRHP under Criterion C for architecture. 

Seven of the neighborhood residences within the APE were surveyed and evaluated for their 
significance as contributing to the proposed historic district and as individual properties. They are 
described below.  

SHPO SITE NUMBER 6360.01 

SHPO Site Number 6360.01 is a historic side-gabled, Minimal Traditional house with no academic 
style located at 111 Loop Street (Figure 32). The resource is situated in the New Washington 
Heights neighborhood, approximately 800 feet southwest of the project area. The one-and-a-half 
story house is characterized by a T-shaped footprint, a side-gabled roof, and is clad in non-historic 
vinyl siding. The entrance is characterized by a central, original screened porch that is flanked on 
both sides by two original dormers. The dormers feature an original double-hung, one-over-one 
wood window and an original tripartite, wood picture window. The west elevation features three 
original double-hung, one-over-one wood windows on the ground floor and two original double-
hung, two-over-two wood windows on the second floor. The east elevation features three original 
double-hung, one-over-one wood windows on the ground floor and two original double-hung, two-
over-two wood windows on the second floor. A historic addition projects off of the north elevation, 
and the house has a CMU foundation. The property has been altered to include a non-historic 
garage north of the house. Although the house displays some features that are typically associated 
with Minimal Traditional house design, the historic addition, non-historic garage, and the non-
historic vinyl siding greatly diminish the house’s material integrity. Therefore, SHPO Site Number 
6360.01 is not eligible for inclusion on the NRHP under Criterion C for Architecture. 

SHPO SITE NUMBER 6360.2 

SHPO Site Number 6360.02 is a historic side-gabled, minimal traditional house with no academic 
style located at 207 Loop Street (Figure 33). The resource is situated in the New Washington 
Heights neighborhood, approximately 700 feet southwest of the project area. The resource is 
characterized by a truncated, rectangular-shaped footprint, a side-gabled roof, and is clad in non-
historic vinyl siding. The entrance is characterized by a gabled entry porch that is supported by 
two original cast-iron posts with ivy accents. The original three-light front door is flanked on both 
sides by two original double-hung, six-over-six, wood windows. The east and west elevations also 
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feature two original double-hung, six-over-six, wood windows. The house includes a concrete 
block foundation, and the parcel has been altered to include a non-historic metal carport. Although 
the end-gable roof and rectangular footprint house are typically associated with minimal traditional 
house design, the non-historic carport and the non-historic vinyl siding greatly diminish the 
house’s material integrity. Therefore, SHPO Site Number 6360.02 is recommended not eligible 
for inclusion on the NRHP under Criterion C for Architecture. 

SHPO SITE NUMBER 6360.03 

SHPO Site Number 63600.3 is a historic side-gabled, compact ranch house with no academic style 
located at 215 Loop Street (Figure 34). The resource is situated in the New Washington Heights 
neighborhood, approximately 500 feet southwest of the project area. The resource is characterized 
by a rectangular-shaped footprint, a side-gabled roof, and is clad in non-historic vinyl siding. 

The house has been altered to include a non-historic gabled porch on the west elevation. The 
entrance is characterized by a gabled entry porch that is supported by two original metal posts with 
scroll accents. The non-historic wood front door is flanked on both sides by two original double-
hung, two-over-two, wood windows. The west elevation features a non-historic wood door 
underneath the non-historic porch, and an original double-hung, two-over-two, wood window in 
the northwest corner. The east elevation includes five historic double-hung, one-over-one, metal 
windows. Although the horizontal windows, truncated, rectangular footprint, and asymmetrical 
entrance are features typically found on compact ranch houses, the house has lost material integrity 
through the loss of some of the original windows, the addition of non-historic vinyl siding, and the 
addition of a non-historic, gabled porch. Therefore, SHPO Site Number 6360.03 is recommended 
not eligible for inclusion on the NRHP under Criterion C for Architecture. 

SHPO SITE NUMBER 6360.04 

SHPO Site Number 6360.04 is a historic side-gabled, compact ranch house with no academic style 
located at 329 Loop Street (Figure 35). The resource is situated in the New Washington Heights 
neighborhood, approximately 100 feet west of the project area. The resource is characterized by a 
rectangular-shaped footprint, a side-gabled roof, and is clad in an original brick veneer. The four-
bay façade is characterized by an asymmetrically placed front door situated under a broad entry 
porch in the southeast corner. The non-historic wood front door is flanked on the east side by an 
original tripartite, wood picture window. The porch is bounded by original metal rails and is 
accessed by brick steps. The east side of the façade features three original double-hung, one-over-
one, metal windows. The west elevation is characterized by a hipped-roof, integrated carport. The 
carport is bound on the west side by an original knee wall, and on the east side by a non-historic 
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wall with vinyl cladding. The west elevation features two double-hung, one-over-one metal 
windows, with non-historic vinyl siding under the gabled ends. Although the integrated carport, 
truncated, rectangular footprint, and broad entry porch are features typically found on compact 
ranch houses, the house has lost material integrity through the loss of the original front door, the 
addition of non-historic vinyl siding under the gabled end, and the addition of a non-historic wall 
under the carport. Therefore, SHPO Site Number 6360.04 is recommended not eligible for 
inclusion on the NRHP under Criterion C for Architecture. 

SHPO SITE NUMBER 6360.05 

SHPO Site Number 6360.05 is a historic, side-gabled, compact ranch house with no academic style 
located at 359 Loop Street (Figure 36). The resource is situated in the New Washington Heights 
neighborhood, approximately 400 feet south of the project area. The resource is characterized by 
a truncated, rectangular-shaped footprint, a side-gabled roof, and has an original concrete-block 
exterior. The four-bay façade is characterized by an asymmetrically placed, non-historic metal 
front door.  

The front door is flanked on the east side by a non-historic tripartite, vinyl picture window, and on 
the west side by two non-historic double-hung, one-over-one, vinyl windows. The east elevation 
is characterized by an original brick chimney and four non-historic double-hung, one-over-one, 
vinyl windows. The south elevation includes a non-historic screened porch, and the west elevation 
includes three non-historic double-hung, one-over-one, vinyl windows. The house is constructed 
on a concrete block foundation. Although the house’s truncated, rectangular footprint, and large 
picture window are features typically found on compact ranch houses, the house has lost material 
integrity through the loss of the original front door, and the addition of a non-historic porch on the 
south elevation. Therefore, SHPO Site Number 6360.05 is recommended not eligible for inclusion 
on the NRHP under Criterion C for Architecture. 

SHPO SITE NUMBER 6360.06 

SHPO Site Number 6360.06 is a historic side-gabled, minimal traditional house with no academic 
style located at 20 Cody Street (Figure 37). The resource is situated in the New Washington 
Heights neighborhood, approximately 1,000 feet southwest of the project area. The resource is 
characterized by a square footprint, a side-gabled roof, and has an original concrete-block exterior. 
The house has been altered to include a non-historic wood deck in the southeast corner. The three-
bay façade is characterized by a centrally placed, non-historic metal front door and an elevated 
concrete patio. A non-historic metal door under the patio provides access to the crawlspace. The 
front door is flanked on both sides by an original fixed, eight-light metal window and an original 
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VII. SUMMARY AND 
RECOMMENDATIONS 

NSA conducted a cultural resource survey for the proposed Greenlink GTA facility at 205 Acadia 
Drive in Greenville County, South Carolina. The work included background research, pedestrian 
survey, archaeological fieldwork, and architectural survey.  

Background research did not identify any archaeological sites within the project area, but did 
suggest that the lot was once home to the Washington Elementary and High School, an all-Black 
pre-integration school that operated from 1961 until desegregation in 1970. The building was razed 
in 2015. NSA did not identify any in situ remains of the structure or any other archaeological sites 
within the APE. The APE has been extensively disturbed from the construction and demolition of 
various structures and modern dumping. No further archaeological work is recommended within 
the project area.  

The architectural survey identified 12 newly surveyed historic resources. Eleven of the newly 
identified resources were recommended not eligible for the NRHP.  The New Washington Heights 
neighborhood was evaluated as a district and is considered to hold significance under Criterion A 
for community planning and development and Black heritage. Although SHPO Site Numbers 
6360.01-6360.07 were recommended as not individually eligible, they are considered contributing 
resources to the proposed New Washington Heights Historic District.  The historically Black 
neighborhood conveys significance in the area of community planning and development, 
maintaining integrity of its original street design, compact scale, grassed lots, and retention of 
original houses.  It also holds significance in Black heritage not only due to the fact that New 
Washington Heights was planned and marketed as a Black residential neighborhood, but its 
contribution to Greenville’s African American community through the development of the Happy 
Hearts Community Center, which played a significant and sustained role in the community. The 
recommended NRHP boundary would mirror the subdivision boundary.  

The proposed Greenlink operations and maintenance facility would be located directly to the 
northeast of the New Washington Heights neighborhood on the former  site of the Washington 
Elementary and High School. The current plans for the proposed facility include the construction 
of a bus maintenance facility and administrative building as well as parking for 82 buses and 119 
automobiles (Figure 39). Designed to accommodate the site’s topography, elevation drawings 
indicate the maintenance facility is approximately 45 feet tall and the administrative building is 18 
feet tall (Appendix B). The operations and maintenance facility has been designed to minimize   
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visual effects to the New Washington Heights historic district. The maintenance and administrative 
buildings would be centrally-located on the site and oriented to Arcadia Drive. The parking lots 
for the facility would be accessed only via Arcadia Drive, so bus traffic would not be routed 
through the neighborhood. In order to maintain a buffer, both visual and auditory, between the 
neighborhood and the facility, the design indicates that much of the existing wooded areas around 
the Happy Hearts Community Center and along the southwest edge of the site would be retained.  
Additionally, within this area, trails, playing fields, and a covered picnic area are also included in 
the design plan. The portion of the site along O’Jones Street features a landscaped park that 
includes a playground and plaza commemorating Washington Elementary and High School. These 
spaces would be maintained by the GTA. The inclusion of greenspaces and recreation facilities 
would not only help to obscure the facility from the neighborhood, but would also fulfill objectives 
in the 2012 New Washington Heights community plan to create parks and recreational space on 
the former Washington Elementary and High School site.  

In addition to design considerations to minimize effects, GTA adopted the Good Neighbor 
Initiative Resolution on June 24, 2021, which commits to the following: 

• Allowing the buffer between the facility and the neighborhood to be greenspace available 
for recreation and family-friendly activities; 

• Making the community room in the GTA administrative building available for reservations 
when not in use by GTA or Greenlink; 

• Designing the space to accommodate future trails and sidewalks, future covered picnic 
areas, future playground equipment; 

• Designing the space to accommodate a commemorative memorial for Washington High 
School; 

• Coordinating with the New Washington Heights community and the Washington High 
School Alumni to name the greenspace and community room; 

• Disallowing construction traffic through the neighborhood and communicating any unique 
circumstances that requires construction traffic in the neighborhood; 

• Disallowing Greenlink bus traffic through the neighborhood unless instructed by law 
enforcement or in the event of an emergency; 

• Installing a bus shelter on Arcadia Drive and routing bus service to Arcadia Drive; and 

• Allowing the basketball court and the Happy Hearts Community Center parking lot to 
encroach on GTA property. 

Taking these efforts to minimize effects of the proposed project, it is recommended that the 
project would not cause an adverse effect to the New Washington Heights Historic District.   
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